OConsent Discussion

PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT:
ONS LTD, LLC - For possible action

FJRERAL RETAIL BUILDING WITH A
o/ E CORNER WHERE SUCH IS

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. Planning Commission Mtg. D
City Council Meeting D City Council Meeting ICl
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL, if approved, subject to conditions:

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Location and Aerial Maps

Conditions and Staff Report

Supporting Documentation

Photo(s)

Justification Letter

. Traffic Notes Submitted by the City of Las Vegas Department of Public Works Traffic
Engineering Division

7. Protest/Support Postcards

8. Submitted after Final Agenda - Revised Location and Aerial Maps and Protest/Support
Postcards

RPN S

Motion made by CHRISTINA ROUSH to Approve subject to conditions

Passed For: 4; Against: 2; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 1

CHRISTINA ROUSH, TRINITY HAVEN SCHLOTTMAN, LOUIS DE SALVIO, VICKI
QUINN; (Against-DONNA TOUSSAINT, SAM CHERRY); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-
None); (Excused-BRENDA J. WILLIAMS)

Minutes:
CHAIR CHERRY declared the Public Hearing open.



a\‘zy 0/6 LM VW Agenda Item No.: 194,

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: FEBRUARY 12, 2019

JONATHAN BOYLES, Planner II, reported that this is a request for a Site Development Plan
Review for a proposed Restaurant with a Drive Through and General Retail building, which will
replace the existing restaurant building located on the subject site. Title 19 requires proposed
buildings on corner lots to be oriented to the corner and to the street in order to maintain a strong
street frontage The applicant reques pimisen0p0sed building back from the mrmrnum

Drive Through and Geng et? e-{QM e subject site, staff
recommended denia, e N due to the associated
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24 other facilities in the not1ﬁc g
throughs. She felt she was directly affecte
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d beverage, and many have drive
requested that the Commissioners help maintain

MR. LOMBARDI noted that as one of the conditions, a traffic impact analysis will need to be
addressed. He also pointed out that the existing restaurant is larger, and traffic will be mitigated
somewhat by the difference in sizes of uses. They did a preliminary ITE (Institute of
Transportation Engineers) analysis and noted that the a.m. peak hour trips will be between 30
and 61, and the p.m. peak hour trips will be between 18 and 37.

COMMISSIONER TOUSSAINT said that Fort Apache Road and Charleston Boulevard is very
congested, and there is no parking available. She did not think this corner was good for this kind
of traffic. COMMISSIONER QUINN agreed about the parking and being the wrong corner for
this business.
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COMMISSIONER DE SALVIO supports the business but felt that intersection was very
congested.

CHAIR CHERRY echoed the parking and trafﬁc concerns. He was also concerned about the
orientation of the drive through to Chazlg

COMMISSIONER RO ith this project and thought it
was a good use for thgfg at they would be located
on the hard corng with the stacking or

R. LOMBARDI
R ROUSH was

efficiently.
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CHAIR CHERRY declared the Public Hearing closed.



